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Title  45 — Public  Welfare 

SUBTITLE  A— DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE,  GENERAL 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  63— GRANT  PROGRAMS  ADMINIS¬ 
TERED  BY  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  AS¬ 
SISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR  PLANNING 
AND  EVALUATION 

Telecommunications  Demonstration 
Grants 

AGENCY :  Department  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare,  (HEW)-. 

ACTION:  Final  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  governs 
the  award  of  grants  for  demonstrations 
to  promote  the  development  of  non¬ 
broadcast  telecommunications  facilities 
and  services  for  the  transmission,  dis¬ 
tribution,  and  delivery  of  health,  educa¬ 
tion,  and  public  or  social  service  informa¬ 
tion.  The  purpose  of  the  regulation  is  to 
implement  the  Telecommunications  De¬ 
monstration  Grant  Program  authorized 
by  the  Educational  Broadcasting  Facil¬ 
ities  and  Telecommunications  Demon¬ 
stration  Act  of  1976. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  12,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  Howard  H.  Hupe,  Director,  Office 
of  Telecommunications  Policy,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Room  403-E,  HEW  South 
Portal  Building,  200  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201. 
Telephone:  202-245-1891. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  final  regulations,  which  revised  Part 
63  of  Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  established  criteria  for  dis¬ 
tribution  of  grants  for  telecommunica¬ 
tions  demonstrations  under  Section  392A 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended  by  section  8  of  the  Educational 
Broadcasting  Facilities  and  Telecommu¬ 
nications  Demonstration  Act  of  1976 
(Pub.  L.  94-309,  47  U.S.C.  392a).  Pro¬ 
posed  regulations  were  published  on  Jan¬ 
uary  24,  1977  (42  FR  4135)  for  review  by 
the  public  and  subsequent  revision,  as 
necessary,  according  to  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

A  summary  of  the  comments  received 
in  response  to  the  proposed  regulations, 
and  resultant  actions  taken  with  respect 
to  the  regulations,  are  included  in  the 
following  preamble. 

1.  Programming. — Several  individuals 
and  organizations  commented  that  pro¬ 
gramming  distribution  services  of  var¬ 
ious  kinds,  should  be  eligible  for  assist¬ 
ance  under  the  Demonstration  Program. 
One  respondent  suggested  that  the  regu¬ 
lations  be  changed  so  as  to  permit  eligi¬ 
bility  for  information  distribution  proj¬ 
ects  from  organizations  whose  capabil¬ 
ities  did  not  necessarily  include  telecom¬ 
munications  facilities.  The  same  letter 
requested  clarification  of  the  term,  “de¬ 
velopment  of  programming  materials 
and  content.” 

While  it  is  recognized  that  availabil¬ 
ity  of  programming  is  critical  to  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  telecommunications  systems, 


programming  and  programming  clear¬ 
inghouse  services  are  ineligible  for  sup¬ 
port  for  several  reasons: 

(a)  Programs  with  specific  constituen¬ 
cies  are  more  appropriate  locations  for 
determining  the  need  for,  and  supporting 
the  development  of,  programming  mate¬ 
rials  because  they  are  intimately  familiar 
with  the  needs  of  their  respective  con¬ 
stituent  groups  and  consequently,  in  a 
better  position  to  determine  the  applica¬ 
bility  of  programming  materials  to  those 
needs. 

(b)  Several  sources  of  programming 
support  are  available.  As  a  specific  ex¬ 
ample,  the  Office  of  Education  supports 
programming  under'  the  Emergency 
School  Aid  and  Special  Projects  Acts.  In 
addition,  various  other  agencies  spon¬ 
sor  programming  under  discretionary 
authorities  which  provide  for  dissemina¬ 
tion  of  information  to  the  public. 

For  these  reasons,  programming  will 
continue  to  be  excluded  from  this  Pro¬ 
gram.  In  support  of  this  policy,  one  com¬ 
ment  noted  that  the  exclusion  was  a 
particularly  wise  decision. 

2.  Eligible  equipment. — Several  In¬ 
quiries  were  made  regarding  purchase  of 
equipment  for:  a)  training  television 
and  radio  personnel,  b)  furnishing  homes 
with  radio  subcarrier  terminals,  c)  fur¬ 
nishing  schools  with  videocassette  re¬ 
corders,  and  d)  equipping  production 
studios.  These  requests  are  generally  ex¬ 
amples  of  serious  operational  needs  for 
large  blocks  of  equipment  to  supplement 
existing  systems.  However,  in  isolation, 
they  do  not  constitute  a  full  demonstra¬ 
tion  and  thus,  would  not  qualify  for  sup¬ 
port.  In  addition,  because  these  kinds  of 
equiument  are  generally  recognized  as 
effective,  such  demonstrations  would  not 
necessarily  represent  an  innovative 
method  of  utilizing  equipment,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  regulations. 

Some  very  worthwhile  projects,  such 
as  those  requesting  training  equipment, 
are  basically  intended  for  purposes  other 
than  those  authorized  by  the  legislation 
for  this  Program  and  should,  more  ap¬ 
propriately,  apply  for  support  from 
other  programs.  For  example,  projects 
that  are  basically  intended  for  training 
purposes  might  more  appropriately  apply 
for  support  from  adult  and  vocational 
education  programs. 

3.  Eligible  systems. — Questions  were 
raised  as  to  the  eligibility  of  specialized 
systems  such  as  the  Instructional  Tele¬ 
vision  Fixed  Service  (ITFS),  a  pending 
fixed  radio  service  for  community  edu¬ 
cation,  slow-scan  television,  mini-micro¬ 
wave,  mini-TV  broadcast,  and  commu¬ 
nity  rebroadcast  systems.  One  respond¬ 
ent  requested  a  clarification  of  the  term 
“non-broadcast  telecommunications  fa¬ 
cilities,”  for  purposes  of  determining 
whether  a  specific  system  was  eligible 
for  a  grant.  Attention  is  directed  to  §  63.- 
23  (d)  and  (e)  of  the  regulations.  The 
intent  of  the  definition  is  to  broadly  in¬ 
corporate  a  wide  variety  of  telecommu¬ 
nications  systems  or  equipment  which 
falls  outside  the  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission  (FCC)  definition  of 
broadcasting  (roughly  stated:  radio  fre¬ 


quency  emissions  meant  for  reception  by 
the  general  public  with  commonly  avail¬ 
able  equipment) ,  and  therefore  are  con¬ 
sidered  non-broadcast.  Non-broadcast 
equipment  is  specified  by  the  authoriz¬ 
ing  legislation  and  is  not  subject  to 
change  by  regulation.  In  some  cases, 
however,  it  is  conceivable  that  equip¬ 
ment  normally  associated  with  broad¬ 
casting  could  be  used  in  a  non-broadcast 
application  and  would  thus  qualify  for 
support  as  part  of  a  demonstration  proj¬ 
ect.  It  is  important  that  the  definition 
remain  flexible  in  order  to  stimulate  de¬ 
velopment  of  innovative  projects.  There¬ 
fore,  no  change  in  tills  section  is  planned 
at  this  time. 

With  regard  to  systems  which  have 
actions  pending  before  the  FCC  (such  as 
the  fixed  radio  service  mentioned  above) , 
it  should  be  noted  that  all  appropriate 
and  necessary  coordination  with  the  FCC 
must  have  taken  place  before  grant 
funds  may  be  expended  or  obligated. 

4.  Size  of  grants. — Many  respondents 
asked  if  a  specific  number  of  grants 
would  be  made,  or  if  there  would  be  lim¬ 
its  to  the  size  of  grants.  One  suggested 
that  as  much  as  two-thirds  of  the  first 
year  budget  be  allocated  to  a  major  proj¬ 
ect  and  that  the  remainder  be  appor¬ 
tioned  over  a  limited  number  of  smaller 
projects.  Efforts  will  be  made  to  distrib¬ 
ute  grants  among  a  variety  of  projects 
dealing  with  a  variety  of  technologies 
and  a  variety  of  applications.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  it  should  be  noted  that  competition 
is  expected  to  be  strong  for  the  amount 
of  funds  available,  as  approximately  500 
organizations  and  individuals  have  indi¬ 
cated  preliminary  interest  in  the  Pro¬ 
gram.  Proposals  will  be  reviewed  by  a 
panel  which  will  include  persons  from 
the  health,  education,  social  services,  and 
telecommunications  fields  and  recom¬ 
mendations  on  number  and  size  of 
grants  wall  be  made  by  them  based  on 
the  proposals  before  them.  No  further 
limitations  on  the  size  of  grants  is  j 
planned  at  this  time. 

5.  Research  and  development. — Sev¬ 
eral  respondents  inquired  about  grants 
for  feasibility  studies  or  equipment  de¬ 
velopment.  Such  projects  could  be  con¬ 
sidered  for  funding  only  within  the  con¬ 
text  of  system  demonstrations  but  would 
not  be  eligible  in  isolation.  No  change  is 
planned  for  including  this  kind  of  proj¬ 
ect  at  this  time. 

6.  Profit-making  institutions. — Two 
inquiries  were  made  as  to  whether  profit¬ 
making  institutions  were  eligible  for 
grants.  Attention  is  directed  to  the  au¬ 
thorizing  legislation,  Pub.  L.  94-309, 
which  indicates  that  the  Secretary  may 
award  grants  or  contracts  to  “public  and 
private  non-profit  agencies,  organiza¬ 
tions,  and  institutions.”  This  stipulation 
is  repeated  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
Federal  Register  notice  of  January  24, 

1977.  In  addition,  Department  policy 
requires  "that  grants  be  awarded  only  to 
non-profit  organizations  and  institutions, 
governments  and  their  agencies  and  in¬ 
dividuals.”  Profit-making  institutions 
could,  however,  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
gram  as  suppliers  or  contractors  to  non¬ 
profit  grantees. 
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7.  Matching  requirements. — Several 
respondents  were  concerned  about 
matching  funds.  Matching  funds  are  not 
specifically  required,  but  there  must  be 
evidence  of  “significant  local  commit¬ 
ment”  to  a  proposed  project  to  help  en¬ 
sure  that  demonstrations  meet  local 
needs  and  hold  promise  for  continued 
support.  One  form  of  commitment  could 
be  local  contributions  in  any  form. 

8.  Closing  date. — There  were  many 
comments,  both  formal  and  informal,  re¬ 
garding  the  length  of  time  allowed  for 
response  to  the  Solicitation  for  Grant 
Applications.  Suggestions  were  that  a 
30.  60.  or  90 -day  time  period  be  estab¬ 
lished,  depending  upon  the  perceived 
needs  of  prospective  applicants.  Small 
organizations,  with  limited  experience  in 
grants  processing,  favored  a  longer  time 
period;  while  projects  that  could  benefit 
from  immediate  support  favored  a  short 
period.  In  order  to  accommodate  most 
interests  in  a  fair  manner,  a  45-day  pe¬ 
riod  will  be  set  for  submission  of  pro¬ 
posals. 

9.  Eligibility  criteria. — One  comment 
suggested  that  the  criteria  for  evaluation 
of  projects  were  quite  general  and  that 
persons  in  fields  related  to  specific  appli¬ 
cations  could  be  helpful  in  assisting  with 
the  evaluation  process.  The  criteria  were 
designed  intentionally  to  serve  only  as 
general  guidelines  for  proposals,  in  order 
to  encourage  creativity  and  to  stimulate 
planning  for  innovative  projects.  How¬ 
ever,  the  comment  makes  a  valid  point 
and  assistance  will  be  sought,  by  the  re¬ 
view  panel,  from  persons  qualified  to 
assess  specific  applications. 

10.  Editorial  changes. — One  respond¬ 
ent  suggested  clarification  of  the  section 
related  to  FCC  coordination.  As  a  result, 
some  language  has  been  changed  to  clar¬ 
ify  items  (I),  (4),  and  <5>  under  §  63.23 
(d». 

A  suggestion  was  made  that  changing 
the  word  “structures”  to  “buildings”  in 
§  63.23(a)  would  clarify  the  intent  of  the 
Program.  While  the  suggestion  has  merit, 
the  regulations  must  conform  to  current 
legislative  language.  However,  interested 
parties  are  encouraged  to  submit  such 
recommendations  at  legislative  hearings 
related  to  renewal  of  the  Act. 

Dated:  April  27,  1977. 

Henry  Aaron, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Planning  and  Evaluation. 

Approved:  July  5, 1977. 

Joseph  A.  Califano,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

Therefore.  45  CFR  Part  63  is  amended 
as  follows : 

1.  By  amending  S  63.1  as  follows: 

&.  By  revising  the  second  sentence  of 
paragraph  (a) ; 

b.  By  revising  the  heading  of  para¬ 
graph  (e) ;  and 

e.  By  adding  a  new  paragraph  (c)  (2) . 


§63.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

(a)  •  *  *  Such  grants  include  those 
under  section  232  of  the  Community 
Services  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2835),  section 
1110  of  the  Social  Security  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
1310 »,  section  392A  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  and  such  other  au¬ 
thority  as  may  be  delegated  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  policy  research  ac¬ 
tivities.  *  *  * 


(c)  Objectives — (1)  Policy  Research. 

*  *  * 

<2>  Telecommunications  Demonstra¬ 
tions.  The  overall  objective  of  the  Tele¬ 
communications  Demonstration  Pro¬ 
gram  is  to  promote  the  development  of 
nonbroadcast  telecommunications  facili¬ 
ties  and  services  for  the  transmission, 
distribution,  and  delivery  of  health,  ed¬ 
ucation,  and  social  service  information. 

§  63.2  [  Ammilrd  1 

2.  By  adding  after  the  words  “Projects 
Eligible”  in  paragraph  (b)  of  §  63.2  a 
new  subparagraph  heading  as  follows: 

(b)  •  *  •  (1>  Policy  Research.  *  *  * 

3.  By  adding  to  paragraph  (b)  §  63.2  a 
new  paragraph  to  read  as  follows: 

<b>  *  *  * 

(2*  Telecommunications  Demonstra¬ 
tions.  Any  projects  which  meet  the  spe¬ 
cial  criteria  in  §  63.6(c)  shall  be  eligible 
for  a  telecommunications  demonstration 
grant. 

§  63.6  1  Amended  | 

4.  By  revising  the  last  sentence  of 
paragraph  <a'  of  5  63.6  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

ia>  *  *  *  Such  supplements  may  mod¬ 
ify  the  criteria  in  paragraphs  (b)  and 

(c)  of  this  section  to  provide  greater 
specificity  or  otherwise  improve  their  ap¬ 
plicability  to  a  given  announcement  or 
solicitation. 

•  •  "  •  •  • 

7.  By  revising  the  heading  of  para¬ 
graph  <b)  of  §  63.6  to  read  as  follows: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Criteria  for  Evaluation  of  Policy 
Research  Projects.  *  *  * 

8.  By  adding  after  the  end  of  para¬ 
graphs  (b)(8)  of  §  63.6  the  word  “and”; 
deleting  the  word  “and”  from  the  end  of 
paragraph  (b)(9)  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  a  period:  and  by  redesignating 
paragraph  (b)  (10)  as  paragraph  (d)  and 
inserting  as  a  heading  thereof  (d)  Ap¬ 
plicants  Performance  on  Prior  Award. 

9.  By  inserting,  after  paragraph  (b)  of 
§  63.6  a  new  paragraph  (c)  to  read  as 
follows: 

(c)  Criteria  for  Evaluation  of  Tele¬ 
communications  Demonstrations  Proj¬ 
ects.  Review  of  applications  for  Tele¬ 
communications  Demonstrations  grants 
will  take  into  account  such  factors  as  are 
listed  in  paragraphs  (c)  (1)  through  (10) 
of  this  section.  Each  applicant  must  in¬ 
clude  in  the  application,  prior  to  final 
evaluation  by  the  Assistant  Secretary, 
documentation  indicating  specifically 
and  separately  how  and  to  what  extent 


each  of  these  criteria  have  been  or  will 
be  met: 

(1)  That  the  project  for  which  appli¬ 
cation  is  made  demonstrates  innovative 
methods  or  techniques  of  utilizing  non¬ 
broadcast  telecommunications  equip¬ 
ment  or  facilities  to  satisfy  the  purpose 
of  this  authority: 

(2)  That  the  project  will  have  original 
research  value  which  will  demonstrate  to 
other  potential  users  that  such  methods 
or  techniques  are  feasible  and  cost-effec¬ 
tive; 

(3)  That  the  services  to  be  provided 
are  responsive  to  local  needs  as  identified 
and  assessed  by  the  applicant; 

(4)  That  the  applicant  has  assessed 
existing  telecommunications  facilities  (if 
any)  in  the  proposed  service  area  and 
explored  their  use  of  interconnection  in 
conjunction  with  the  project: 

(5)  That  there  is  significant  local 
commitment  (e.g.,  evidence  of  support, 
participation,  and  contribution  by  local 
institutions  and  agencies)  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  project,  indicating  that  it  fulfills 
local  needs,  and  gives  some  promise  that 
operational  systems  will  result  from  suc¬ 
cessful  demonstrations  and  will  be  sup¬ 
ported  by  service  recipients  or  providers  ; 

(6)  That  demonstrations  and  related 
activities  assisted  under  this  section  will 
remain  under  the  administration  and 
control  of  the  applicant; 

(7)  That  the  applicant  has  the  man¬ 
agerial  and  technical  capability  to  carry 
out  the  project  for  which  the  application 
is  made; 

(8)  That  the  facilities  and  equipment 
acquired  or  developed  pursuant  to  the 
applications  will  be  used  substantially  for 
the  transmission,  distribution,  and  de¬ 
livery  of  health,  education,  or  social  serv¬ 
ice  information,  and  that  use  of  such  fa¬ 
cilities  and  equipment  may  be  shared 
among  these  and  additional  public  or 
other  services; 

(9)  That  the  provision  has  been  made 
to  submit  a  summary  and  factual  evalu¬ 
ation  of  the  results  of  the  demonstration 
at  least  annually  for  each  year  in  which 
funds  are  received,  in  the  form  of  a  re¬ 
port  suitable  for  dissemination  to  groups 
representative  of  national  health,  educa¬ 
tion,  and  social  service  telecommunica¬ 
tions  interests;  and, 

(10)  That  the  project  has  potential 
for  stimulating  cooperation  and  sharing 
among  institutions  and  agencies,  both 
within  and  across  disciplines. 

§  63.16  [Amended] 

10.  By  adding  at  the  end  of  §  63.16  the 
following:  “,  except  as  specified  in  I  63.23 
of  this  subpart.” 

11.  By  adding  a  new  section  at  the  end 
of  subpart  B  to  read  as  follows: 

§  63.23  Telecommunications  Demon¬ 
stration  Grants. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  apply 
only  to  grants  awarded  under  authority 
of  392A  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934. 

(a)  Funds  provided  under  the  Tele¬ 
communications  Demonstrations  Pro¬ 
gram  shall  be  available  to  support  the 
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planning,  development,  and  acquisition 
or  leasing  of  facilities  and  equipment 
necessary  to  the  demonstration.  How¬ 
ever,  funds  shall  not  be  available  for  the 
construction,  remodeling,  or  repair  of 
structures  to  house  facilities  or  equip¬ 
ment  acquired  or  developed  with  such 
funds,  except  that  such  funds  may  be 
used  for  minor  remodeling  which  is  nec¬ 
essary  for  and  incident  to  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  such  facilities  or  equipment. 

(b)  Funds  shall  not  be  available  for 
the  development  of  programming  ma¬ 
terials  or  content. 

(c)  The  funding  of  any  demonstra¬ 
tion  under  this  authority  shall  continue 
for  not  more  than  three  years  from  the 
date  of  the  original  grant  or  contract. 

(1)  Applications  for  assistance  under 
the  Act  may  project  goals  and  activities 
over  a  period  of  up  to  three  years.  Ap¬ 
proval  of  a  multi-year  project  is  intended 
to  offer  the  project  a  reasonable  degree 
of  stability  over  time  and  to  facilitate 
additional  long  range  planning. 

(2)  Applications  proposing  a  multi¬ 
year  project  must  be  accompanied  by  an 
explanation  of  the  need  for  multi-year 
support,  an  overview  of  the  objectives 
and  activities  proposed,  and  budget  es¬ 
timates  to  attain  these  objectives  in  any 
proposed  subsequent  year. 

(3)  Subject  to  the  availability  of  funds, 
an  application  for  assistance  to  continue 
a  project  during  the  project  period  will 
be  reviewed  on  a  non-competitive  basis 
to  determine — 

(i)  If  the  award  recipient  has  compiled 
with  the  award  terms  and  conditions, 
the  Act,  and  applicable  regulations; 


(ii)  The  effectiveness  of  the  project  to 
date  in  terms  of  progress  toward  its  goals, 
or  the  constructive  changes  proposed  a a 
a  result  of  the  ongoing  evaluation  of  the 
project;  and, 

(ill)  If  continuation  of  the  project 
would  be  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
Government. 

(d)  The  use  of  equipment  in  demon¬ 
stration  projects  shall  be  subject  to  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission  (FCC). 
and  grant  funds  may  not  be  expended  or 
obligated  for  purchase,  lease,  or  use  of 
such  equipment  prior  to  appropriate 
and  necessary  coordination  by  the  gran¬ 
tee  with  the  Commission.  In  particular; 

(1)  For  any  project  requiring  a  new 
or  modification  of  an  existing  authori¬ 
zation^)  from  the  FCC,  application(s) 
to  the  FCC  for  such  authorization(s) 
must  have  been  tendered  for  filing  prior 
to  the  closing  date  established  by  any 
solicitation  for  grant  applications  of¬ 
fered  under  the  Telecommunications 
Demonstration  Program. 

(2)  If  the  project  is  to  be  associated 
with  an  existing  telecommunications  ac¬ 
tivity  requiring  an  FCC  authorization, 
such  operating  authority  for  that  activ¬ 
ity  must  be  current  and  valid. 

(3)  For  any  project  requiring  a  new 
or  modification  of  an  existing  authoriza¬ 
tion  (s)  from  the  FCC,  the  applicant 
must  file  with  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  a  copy  of  each 
FCC  application  and  any  amendments 
thereto. 

(4)  For  any  project  requiring  a  new  or 
modification  of  an  existing  authoriza¬ 
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tion(s)  from  the  FCC.  the  applicant 
must  tender  for  filing  with  the  FCC  a 
copy  of  the  application  to  the  Secretary 
for  a  telecommunications  demonstration 
grant. 

(5)  If  the  applicant  fails  to  file  required 
applications  by  the  closing  date  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  solicitation  for  grant  ap¬ 
plications,  or  if  the  FCC  returns  as  sub¬ 
stantially  Incomplete  or  deficient,  dis¬ 
misses,  or  denies  an  application  required 
for  the  project,  or  any  part  thereof,  or 
for  the  operation  of  any  facility  with 
which  the  project  is  associated,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  return  the  application  for 
Federal  assistance. 

(e)  For  the  purposes  of  this  program, 
the  term  ‘non-broadcast  telecommunica¬ 
tions  facilities’  includes  but  is  not  lim¬ 
ited  to,  cable  television  systems,  com¬ 
munications  satellite  systems  and  re¬ 
lated  terminal  equipment,  and  other 
methods  of  transmitting,  emitting,  or  re¬ 
ceiving  images  and  sounds  or  intelligence 
by  means  of  wire,  radio,  optical,  electro¬ 
magnetic,  and  other  means  (including 
non-broadcast  utilization  of  telecom¬ 
munications  equipment  normally  asso¬ 
ciated  with  broadcasting  use) . 

(f)  Each  applicant  shall  provide  such 
information  as  the  Assistant  Secretary 
deems  necessary  to  make  a  Federal  as¬ 
sessment  of  the  impact  of  the  project  mi 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment  in 
accordance  with  section  102(2)  (C)  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969  (Including  the  National  Histor¬ 
ical  Preservation  Act  and  other  environ¬ 
mental  acts) .  (42  U.S.C.  4332(2)  (C) ) . 
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